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The record indicates that 
the Ashmore-Baggs peace ef- 
fort ran afoul of a change 
in American polioy which oc- 
curred at the moment they 
were involved in Vietnam di- 
plomacy. 

This is the record, as far 
as it is now known, of the 
pertinent events: 

DEC. 4, 1966 — Poland re- 
ported to the United States 
that North Vietnam was pre- 
pared to send a man to War- 
saw to meet an American 
representative and to do so 
without demanding as a pre- 
condition an end to the 
American bombing of the 
North. 

American officials subse- 
quently contended that in- 
dependent checks showed 
this to be a Polish view, 
not that of North Vietnam. 

Dec. 13-14 — American 
planes raid near. Hanoi. Po- 
land later privately blamed 
the raids for ending chances 
for a meeting. After the 
raids Hanoi began to stress 
the demand that bombing 
must cease unconditionally 
before there could be talks. 

Dec. 26-Jan. 6, 1967— Har- 
rison Salisbury of the New 
York Times created a furor 
with dispatches from Hanoi 
picturing civilian destruc- 
tion from the American 
raids. Officials here said 
Hanoi had let Salisbury in 
as part of a campaign to 
force an end to the bomb- 
ing. Ashmore and Baggs ar- 



rived in Hanoi the day 
Salisbury left. 

Jan. 12 — Ashmore and 
Baggs met Ho Chi Minh who 
stressed an end to the bomb- 
ing Ashmore now writes 
that “we had not brought 
back” from this interview 
“any hard proposal” from 
Ho “beyond the reiteration 
of his unqualified commit- 
ment to enter into negotia- 
tions” if the U.S. halted the 
bombing. 

Ashmore reported to State 
Department officials that he 
and Baggs felt that “Ho 
seemed prepared to consider 
a specific proposal based on 
a formula of mutual de- 
escalation” of the fighting. 

Early January to early 
February — The United 
States secretly sent four 
memoranda to Hanoi de- 
scribing, officials say, possi- 
ble methods of deescalation. 
These messages, yet to be 
made public* were handed 
by an American embassy of- 
ficial in Moscow to a North 
Vietnamese representative. 

Jan. 27 — Hanoi’s man in 
Moscow gave a reply to the 
American official. Later the 
State Departmnt described 
the reply as “a diatribe 
against the United States.” 

Jan. 28— North Vietnamese 
Foreign Minister Nguyen 
Duy Trinh in an interview 
with Australian Communist 
journalist Wilfred Burchett 
said that “it is only after 
the unconditional cessation 
of U.S. bombing and all 
other acts of war against the 
DRV (North Vietnam) that 



there could be talks between 
the DRV and the U.S.” 

Feb. 2 — President Johnson 
prepared a letter to Ho in 
which he took up the Bur- 
chett interview points. Mr. 
Johnson said he would “or- 
der a cessation of bombing” 
and also halt “further aug- 
mentation of U.S. forces in 
, South Vietnam as soon as I 
am assured that infiltration 
into South Vietnam by land 
and sea has stopped.” These 
“acts of restraint,” he said, 
“would make possible se- 
rious private discussions.” 
This letter, however, was not 
turned over to Hanoi’s man 
in Moscow until Feb. 8 and 
the delay has never been ex- 
plained. 

Feb. 4 — Ashmore and 
Baggs met at the Stateo De- 
partment with Undersecre- 
tary Nicholas deB. Katzen- 
bach and other top officials 
but not including Secretary 
Dean Rusk. 

A letter from Ashmore to 
Ho was drafted with Assist- 
ant Secretary William P. 
Bundy, whose area includes 
Vietnam, as the chief de- 
partmental draftsman. 

The key sentence in the 
letter stated that, “senior 
officials” at State “expressed 
opinion that some reciprocal 
restraint” was necessary 
along with a halt to the 
bombing and an end to the 
influx of American troops 
if talks were to take place. 

Feb. 5 — The draft letter , 
was delivered to Ashmore at 
Fulbright’s house. Ashmore 
mailed it that afternoon. The 



letter did not specify the 
“reciprocal restraint” al- 
though the President’s letter 
of three days earlier had 
specified an end to North 
Vietnamese infiltration into 
the South. 

In addition, on the day 
(Feb. 2) the Administration 
said the Presidential letter 
was drafted, Mr. Johnson 
told a press conference that 
“just almost any step” would 
be a suitable response from 
Hanoi. He also had said that 
“we would be glad to ex- 
plore any reciprocal action.” 
Sometime between Feb. 2 
and 9 the official American 
terms were hardened. 

Feb. 8 — Soviet Premier. 
Alexei Kosygin, who was in 
London Feb. 6-13, said at a 
press conference that the 
Trinh interview with Bur- 
chett “boils down” to say- 
ing that if the U.S. uncon- 
ditionally stopped the bomb- 
ing, “then it would be pos- 
sible” to open talks. Kosygin 
thus publicly changed 
Trinh’s crucial word “could” 
into “would.” He was never 
contradicted by Hanoi on 
this. Furthermore, Kosygin 
passed the word to Wash- 
ington, which had inquired 
as to when talks would be- 
gin, that they could start in 
three or four weeks. 

Feb. 9 — Secretary Rusk, 
at a press conference which 
had been announced by the 
White House, said that “for 
some time now there has 
been evident a systematic 
campaign by the Commu- 
nist side to bring about an 
unconditional and perman- 
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ent cessation of the bombing 
of North Vietnam without 
any corresponding military 
action on their side, in ex- 
change for the possibility 
of talks — talks which are 
thus far formless and with- 
out content.” 

Rusk also distinguished 
between a “pause in the 
bombing (here he seemed to 
indicate he would agree to a 
pause in exchange for talks) 
and a “permanent cessa- 
tion.” For the latter to take^ 
place, he said, “we must" 
know the military conse- 
quences.” The U.S., he said, 
cannot stop the bombing 
without reciprocity for that 
would be “closing off one- 
half of the war while the 
rest of it goes on full force.” 
In short, Rusk was surfac- 
ing the central point of the- 
President’s letter to Ho, the 
contents of which. were not 
made public until Hanoi 
broadcast it March 21. 

Feb. 10 — Ho said he re- 
ceived the Johnson letter on 
this day. Ashmore assumes 



it arrived before his own 
letter with the less specific 
request on the point of 
reciprocity. 

During this, period, Feb.- 
8-14, there was a pause in 
the bombing over the Tet 
holiday in Vietnam, includ- 
ing a Presidentially ordered 
short extension. 

Feb. 13 — Ho in a letter to 
Pope Paul VI assailed the 
U.S. He coupled an uncon- 
ditional end to the bombing 
with the withdrawal of 
American forces and the 
recognition of the National 
‘Liberation Front, the politi- 
cal arm of the Vietcong. In 
Washington this was taken 
as a reply to the President. 

. Resumption of the bombing 
was ordered, 

Feb. 15 — Ho replied to the 
President in words similar 
• to the Pope. “A little later,” 
writes Ashmore, he and 
Baggs received- a reply to 
the Ashmore letter saying 
there did not seem to be * 
any point to their making a 
second visit to Hanoi. 



